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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to tfie Amendment filed 1 5 November 2006. 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 9 and 17 are independent. 
In the Amendment filed 1 5 November 2006, claims 1 , 9 and 1 7 have been amended. 
This action is made Final. 

3. The rejections of claims 1, 2, 5-10 and 13-18 as being anticipated by US PGPub 
2003/0204517 to Skinner et al and of claims 3-4, 11-12 and 19-20 being unpatentable 
over US PGPub 2003/0204517 to Skinner et al in view of US PGPub 2001/0034771 to 
Hutsch et al have been maintained. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 1,11 and 17 are objected to because the claims recite "and/or." This 
limitation renders the metes and bounds of the claim unclear. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The rejection of claim 12 under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, has been 
withdrawn as necessitated by amendment. 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact tenns as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it Is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The specification fails to describe the limitation "a tangible storage medium." It is 
suggested that the term "tangible" be deleted from the claim language. 

Claims 18-20 are dependent on the computer system of claim 17, and therefore 
are rejected on the same grounds as claim 17. 

To allow for compact prosecution, the examiner will apply prior art to these 
claims as best understood, with the assumption that applicant will amend to overcome 
the stated 112 rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. The rejections of claims 17-20 under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter have been withdrawn as 
necessitated by amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections Under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described In (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
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granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only If the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1, 2, 5-10 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US PGPub 2003/0204517 to Skinner et al (hereafter Skinner et al). 

Referring to claim 1 , Skinner et al disclose a method for managing configuration 
data, the method comprising the steps of: 

storing a plurality of configuration values [data objects] In a hierarchical tree 
having a plurality of nodes (see Fig 5B), a defined stmcture [schema] (see [0122]- 
[0123]), and defined data types (see [0045]-[0047]) for the stored configuration values, 
wherein each node is associated with at least one of the configuration values (see 
[0061]), and each of the configuration values dictates how an application component 
associated with that configuration value behaves and/or interacts with other application 
components [the data objects contain attributes (variables), metadata attributes and 
values; since the values are located In a hierarchical tree, if a component registers to 
receive notification of a change to that variable, this is considered to represent the 
interaction] (see [0061]); 

registering at least one application component with at least one of the nodes of 
the tree [registering interested components for each interest object in the hierarchy] 
(see [0014], lines 5-8 and [0057], lines 1-3), based on at least one query received from 
the at least one application component (see [0059], lines 6-11); and 

notifying the at least one application component when a configuration value 
associated with the at least one node is modified, based on an addition or change in at 
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least one configuration value (see [0057], lines 3-10 - the application component is 
notified whenever the data objects associated with the specified interest undergo 
modification) that matches the at least one query (see [0059], lines 6-1 1 ). 

Referring to claim 2, Skinner et al disclose the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
at least one query depends on at least one of a location of a configuration value in the 
tree and a data type of a configuration value (see [0047]; [0059] and [0064] - the query 
accesses a particular object; the objects are located in a hierarchal tree and are defined 
by classes). 

Referring to claim 5, Skinner et al disclose the method of claim 1, wherein a 
node further includes a reference to at least one node (see [0077] - each of the 
LiveObjectlnterest and LiveSet reference the root node since they are registered to the 
root node). 

Referring to claim 6, Skinner et al disclose the method of claim 1, wherein the 
notifying step comprises: 

modifying at least one configuration value (see [0058], line 3); 

storing in the hierarchical tree the configuration value that was modified (see 
[0066], lines 1-5); and 

notifying the at least one application component that the configuration value was 
modified (see [0058], lines 7-9). 

Referring to claim 7, Skinner et al disclose the method of claim 6, further 
comprising the step of supplying the configuration value that was modified to the at least 
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one application component (see [0066], lines 10-18 - the observer ascertains the 
updates). 

Referring to claim 8, Skinner et al disclose the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of supplying at least one of the configuration values stored in the 
hierarchical tree to the at least one application component (see [0066], lines 10-18 - the 
observer ascertains the updates). 

Referring to claim 9, Skinner et al disclose a computer program product (see 
[0027], lines 1-4) for managing configuration data, the computer program product 
comprising: 

a storage medium readable by a processing circuit and storing instructions for 
execution by the processing circuit for perfomiing a method (see [0034]) comprising the 
steps of: 

storing a plurality of configuration values [data objects] in a hierarchical 
tree having a plurality of nodes (see Fig 5B), a defined structure [schema] (see 
[01 22]-[01 23]), and defined data types (see [0045]-[0047]) for the stored 
configuration values, wherein each node is associated with at least one of the 
configuration values (see [0061]), and each of the configuration values dictates 
how an application component associated with that configuration value behaves 
and/or interacts with other application components [the data objects contain 
attributes (variables), metadata attributes and values; since the values are 
located in a hierarchical tree, if a component registers to receive notification of a 
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change to that variable, this is considered to represent the interaction] (see 
[0061]); 

registering at least one application component with at least one of the 
nodes of the tree Qregistering interested components for each interest object in 
the hierarchy] (see [0014], lines 5-8 and [0057], lines 1-3), based on at least one 
query received from the at least one application component (see [0059], lines 6- 
11); and 

notifying the at least one application component when a configuration 
value associated with the at least one of the plurality of nodes is modified, based 
on an addition or change in at least one configuration value that matches the at 
least one query (see [0057], lines 3-10 - the application component is notified 
whenever the data objects associated with the specified interest undergo 
modification) that matches the at least one query (see [0059], lines 6-1 1 ). 
Referring to claims 10 and 13-16, the clairns are dependent on the computer 
program product for managing configuration data of claim 9. Therefore, claims 10 and 
13-16 are respectively rejected on the same grounds as claims 2 and 5-8, which are 
dependent on the method for managing configuration data of claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 17, Skinner et al disclose a computer system (see [0035]) for 
managing configuration data, the computer system comprising: 

an organization module (see [0048], lines 1-3) for organizing a plurality of 
configuration values [data objects] into a hierarchical tree having a plurality of nodes 
(see Fig 5B), a defined structure [schema] (see [0122]-[0123]), and defined data types 
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(see [0045]-[0047]) for the stored configuration values, wherein each node is associated 
with at least one of the configuration values (see [0014]); 

a tangible storage medium for storing the plurality of configuration values in the 
hierarchical tree (see [0028], lines 1-7 -the computer), each of the configuration values 
dictating how an application component associated with that configuration value 
behaves and/or interacts with other application components [the data objects contain 
attributes (variables), metadata attributes and values; since the values are located In a 
hierarchical tree, If a component registers to receive notification of a change to that 
variable, this is considered to represent the interaction] (see [0061]); 

a registration module (see [0048], lines 1-3) for registering at least one 
application component with at least one of the nodes of the tree [registering interested 
components for each interest object in the hierarchy] (see [0014], lines 5-8 and [0057], 
lines 1-3), based on at least one query received from the at least one application 
component (see [0059], lines 6-11); and 

a notification module (see [0048], lines 1-3) for notifying the at least one 
application component when a configuration value associated with the at least one node 
is modified, based on an addition or change in at least one configuration value that 
matches the at least one query (see [0057], lines 3-10 - the application component is 
notified whenever the data objects associated with the specified interest undergo 
modification) that matches the at least one query (see [0059], lines 6-1 1 ). 

Referring to claim 18, the claim is dependent on the computer system for 
managing configuration data of claim 17. Therefore, claim 18 is rejected on the same 
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grounds as claim 2, whicli is dependent on the metliod for managing configuration data 
of claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

12. Claims 3-4, 11-12 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US PGPub 2003/0204517 to Skinner et al as applied 
respectively to claims 1, 9 and 17 above, and further in view of US PGPub 
2001/0034771 to Hutsch et al (hereafter Hutsch et al). 

Referring to claim 3, Skinner et al disclose a hierarchal tree. However, Skinner 
et al fail to explicitly disclose wherein the hierarchical tree is an Extensible Markup 
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Language (XML) tree, and an XML schema describes the stnjcture of the XML tree and 
the data types that are stored. Hutsch et al disclose configuration management using a 
hierarchal tree (see [0346] and Fig 15). In particular, Hutsch et al disclose wherein the 
hierarchical tree is an Extensible Markup Language (XML) tree, and an XML schema 
describes the structure of the XML tree and the data types that are stored (see [0267] 
and [0418]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
Invention was made to the Hutsch et al's feature of an xml tree to replace the tree of 
Skinner et al. One would have been motivated to do so since XML provides an 
^ increased ability to accurately capture the structure of the data. 

Referring to claim 4, Skinner et al disclose an application component. 
However, Skinner et al fail to explicitly disclose the further limitation wherein the at least 
one application component comprises a plurality of components of an email application. 
Hutsch et al disclose a hierarchical repository for configuration-related and 
performance-related infomnation related to computerized systems. In particular, Hutsch 
et al disclose wherein the at least one application component comprises a plurality of 
components of an email application (see [0091] and [0316]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the method of Skinner et al for managing configuration data 
to manage the components of email application as discussed by Hutsch et al. One 
would have been motivated to do so since email is a widely used application. 
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Referring to claim 11, the claim is dependent on the computer program product 
for managing configuration data of claim 9. Therefore, claim 1 1 is rejected on the same 
grounds as claim 3, which is dependent on the method for managing configuration data 
of claim 1. 

Referring to claim 12, the claim Is dependent on the computer program product 
for managing configuration data of claim 9. Therefore, claim 12 is rejected on the same 
grounds as claim 4, which Is dependent on the method for managing configuration data 
of claim 1 , 

Referring to claim 19, the claim Is dependent on the computer system for 
managing configuration data of claim 17. Therefore, claim 19 is rejected on the same 
grounds as claim 3, which Is dependent on the method for managing configuration data 
of claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 20, the claim Is dependent on the computer system for 
managing configuration data of claim 17. Therefore, claim 20 Is rejected on the same 
grounds as claim 4, which Is dependent on the method for managing configuration data 
of claim 1 . 
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Response to Arguments 

1 3. Applicant's arguments filed 1 5 November 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

14. In regards to applicants' arguments on page 9 referring to the prior art rejection 
of claim 1 , applicants state: Configuration data includes a plurality of configuration 
values, such as data associated data associated with any of: user login Information, an 
email application, an instant messaging application, a word processing application, a 
spreadsheet application, and image processing application or the like. Thus, 
"configuration data," at least as used in the context of the present invention, is very 
different than the "interest objects" that are used In the system of Skinner. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. This definition of configuration values is 
not considered to be explicit since the definition reads "configuration data includes a 
plurality of configuration values, such as data associated with any of In [0035], 
lines 1-4 of Applicants' specification, an example is given for the configuration value 
'Properties/User Settings/User Data/Current User/Reply To Address' which is originally 
set to 'default@example.com'. Skinner's data objects contain variables and values (see 
[0061]). When relating the configuration value to a data object, 'Properties/User 
Settings/User Data/Current User/Reply To Address' Is considered to represent the 
variable and 'default@example.com' is considered to represent the value. 
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15. In regards to applicants' arguments on page 9, referring to claim 1 , Applicants 
argue: "Skinner only teaches creating a hierarchy of interested objects and does not 
teach or suggest that the data is to be monitored for changes. See Skinner at Abstract; 
paragraphs 0071-0084; Figs 5A and 5B." 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., the data is to be monitored for changes) are not recited In the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1 057 (Fed. Cir. 1 993). 

The claim limitation states "notifying the at least one application component when 
a configuration value associated with the at least one node is modified, based on an 
addition or change in at least one configuration value." As mentioned previously in the 
prior art rejection, Skinner teaches notifying the at least one application component 
when a configuration value [data object] associated with the at least one node is 
modified, based on an addition or change in at least one configuration value (see 
[0057], lines 3-10) that matches the at least one query (see [0059], lines 6-1 1 ). 

However, the examiner respectfully disagrees that Skinner fails to teach 
monitoring the data for changes. Skinner teaches "Notification may be performed by an 
update management component working in association with a change management 
component to detect when changes are made" (see [0059]). 
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Conclusion 

1 6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly Love! whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2750. The examiner can nomrially be reached on 8:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
, supervisor, John Cottlngham can be reached on (571 ) 272-7079. The fax phone . 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonmation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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